IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

BIGFOOT 4x4, INC.,

TTAB

Opposer,
VS.

BIG O TIRES, INC.,

Opposition No. 91166074

Applicant.

APPLICANT’S BRIEF IN REPLY TO
OPPOSER’S RESPONSE TO
APPLICANT’S MOTION TO AMEND APPLICATION
“Opposer does not oppose the present motion and agrees that Opposer will not be
prejudiced by its grant.” See Opposer’s Response to Applicant’s Motion to Amend Application,

p.2. Accordingly, Applicant’s Motion to amend its application should be granted.'

BIG O TIRES, INC.

Marsha G. Gentner
Matthew J. Cuccias
JACOBSON HOLMAN, PLLC
400 Seventh Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004
(202) 638-6666

October 17, 2005 Attorneys for Applicant

! To the extent that Opposer uses its response to the Motion to amend to assert arguments relevant
to Applicant’s pending Motion to dismiss, Applicant will respond to same in its reply brief in connection

with that dispositive motion.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 17th day of October, 2005, a true copy of the foregoing
APPLICANT’S BRIEF IN REPLY TO OPPOSER’S RESPONSE TO APPLICANT’S MOTION
TO AMEND APPLICATION was served by first-class mail, postage prepaid, upon counsel for
Applicant:

Nelson D. Nolte, Esquire

Polster, Lieder, Woodruff & Lucchesi, LC
12412 Powerscourt Drive, Suite 200

St. Louis, Missouri 63131

MMZ A 94/4’%///:4
/ J 7



